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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to election/restriction filed May 14, 2009. Applicant 
elected Group I, claims 87-92, 148-168. Applicant amended claims 87-62, 148, 150, 151, 153, 
154, 161-164, 166-168 and added claims 169-175. Claims 87-92 and 148-175 are pending. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 88, 169, 174 and 175 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. The claim now recites the computer system (of a financial institution) 
receiving the first pseudo expiration date from the second entity through the electronic network 
in association with the purchase; wherein transmitting the authorization for payment is further 
responsive to the computer system authenticating the first pseudo expiration date; wherein the 
purchase is performed without the second entity receiving the actual expiration date. 

The specification however discloses financial institution server next accepts payment 
details directly from buyer including payment card number, card name and card expiration date. 
The financial institution then assigns a valid but pseudo payment identity comprised of a pseudo 
number, pseudo name, and pseudo expiration date for each payment type and stores them in a 
collection of pseudo payment types; the financial institution also creates a pseudo identity for the 
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buyer. Buyer then contacts seller and enters the sale information along with the buyer's ID into a 
point-of-sale, and the seller then sends the buyer ID and sale information to the third party 
privacy server for identity authentication. The third party privacy server completes the identity 
authentication by returning the pseudo identity temporary payment type table... to the seller. The 
seller next sends the pseudo payment type and the sales amount to the financial institution for 
payment authentication (the authentication is in the same manner that any other payment would 
be authenticated with any financial institution). 

The specification however does not teach the computer system receiving the first pseudo 
expiration date from the second entity through the electronic network in association with the 
purchase; wherein transmitting the authorization for payment is further responsive to the 
computer system authenticating the first pseudo expiration date; wherein the purchase is 
performed without the second entity receiving the actual expiration date. 

Claim 174 and 175 recite wherein the actual financial account is a frequent-user account 
of the first entity with a third entity. 

Applicant's specification teaches the financial institution accepts payment details directly 
from buyer client including payment card number, card name and card expiration date for each 
debit, credit, or other type of payment and other embodiments might include bank checking 
account number or frequent flyer account number ... the financial institution then creates a 
pseudo payment identity comprising of a pseudo number, pseudo name and pseudo expiration 
date. 

The specification however does not teach the frequent-user account is of the first entity 
with a third entity. The specification also does not teach the frequent user account is an actual 
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financial account and applying a charge against the frequent-user account an amount 
corresponding to the payment (as claimed in claim 87). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 87, 91, 148 and 168 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being clearly 
anticipated by Steven H. Low et al. "Anonymous Credit Cards", November 2 1994 (hereinafter 
Low). 

Regarding claims 87, 91 and 148, Low teaches computer system of a financial institution 
(bank) storing an actual name of a first entity and an actual account number for an actual 
financial account that has been established for the first entity; establishing a first pseudo account 
number corresponding to the actual financial account; subsequently receiving the first pseudo 
account number from a second entity through an electronic network; responsive to authenticating 
the received first pseudo account number transmitting an authorization for payment for the 
purchase to the second entity; wherein the first purchase is performed without the second entity 
receiving the actual name and actual account number of the first entity actual. Low teaches 
buyer providing his identity to the bank that maintains his anonymous account and funds are 
transferred to the store's (seller's) bank and the credit card company receives a bill from the bank 
that maintains the anonymous account and it submits the bill to the individual (see page 109). 
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Low also teaches the company that extends credit to the individual and collects the bill does not 
have access to the specific purchases and the shop that ells the merchandize is convinced that it 
will be paid without learning the individual's identity (see page 108, pp. 1). Low also teaches 
buyer, at the point of sale, uses a card for his account at Bp (i.e. the account under pseudonym 
P); contacts Bp via communication exchange and provides it with an encrypted account number 
A of the store and the amount of sale; Bp verifies the customer's identity and if he has sufficient 
credit, it transfers funds to A then notifies the store S that it has the funds. Low teaches wherein 
the actual financial account is a credit account (payment accomplished via a standard payment 
authorization network) (see pp 108). 

Regarding claim 168, Low teaches wherein the authorization for payment is transmitted 
via a standard payment authorization network, wherein the actual financial account is a credit 
card (see 108-110). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 88, 90, 92 and 149 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Low further in view of Gabber et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,961,593. 

Regarding claim 88, Low does not explicitly teach wherein the computer system storing 
an actual expiration date, establishing a pseudo expiration date, receiving the pseudo expiration 
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date and transmitting the authorization responsive to the pseudo expiration date, it is taught in 
Gabber (see col. 12 line 54 to col. 13 line 53). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to add a pseudo expiration date to the pseudo credit 
card of Low in order to verify, at the point-of-sale, the card's validity, without any of the entities 
extracting the user's identity by combining information, as taught in Low (see page 108). 

Regarding claim 90, Low teaches the purchase is performed without the second entity 
receiving the actual address. Low does not teach the second entity receives the buyer's actual 
address. Low does not explicitly teach the computer stores the actual address of the first entity. 
However official notice is taken that is old and well known for banks or financial institutions to 
store users' addresses. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to know that the financial institution of Low would store the user's address in order 
to keep record of the current address of the user. It would also have been obvious to keep the 
address information from the seller so the seller would not associate the user's address with the 
user identity. 

Regarding claim 92, Low teaches the computer system establishing for the first entity a 
second pseudo account number and a second pseudo expiration date corresponding to a second 
actual financial account however failed to teach a rule set defining when to use each of the first 
and second account numbers. Official notice is taken that is old and well known to set rules for 
using different account for different transaction. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to establish Low's pseudo account number for 
accounts used for different transaction in order to extend the anonymity to such account users. 
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Regarding claim 149, Low does not teach wherein the electronic network includes the 
Internet, it is taught in Gabber (see col. 10 lines 41-67). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use Low's credit card in network that 
includes the Internet in order to use the pseudo account of Low in electronic transaction using the 
Internet as in Gabber. 

Claim 89 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Low further in 
view Cox "Maintaining Privacy in Electronic Transactions", Information Networking Institute 
Technical Report TR 1994-8, Fall 1994 (hereinafter Cox). 

Regarding claim 89, Low does not explicitly teach wherein the first pseudo account 
number is a single-use pseudo account number, it is taught in Cox (see pp 17). Cox teaches 
preventing the sort of abuse that comes from using the same pseudonym. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use a single- 
use pseudo account for each seller in order to prevent sellers from collecting user's purchase 
records and build profiles, as taught in Cox. 

Claims 150, 152-154, 160-163, 165, 166 and 171-173, 175, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gabber et al. U.S. Patent No. 5,961,593 in view of 
Steven H. Low et al. "Anonymous Credit Cards" November 2 1994 (hereinafter Low). 

Regarding claims 150, 152-154, 160-163, 165, 166 and 171, Gabber teaches one or more 
processors; memory storing program instructions executable by the one or more processors to: 
store an actual name of a first entity and an actual account number for an actual financial account 
that has been established for a the first entity (see col. 12 lines 45-56); establish for the first 
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entity a first pseudo account number corresponding to the actual financial account; wherein a 
purchase by the first entity at the second entity is performed without the second entity receiving 
the actual account number for the actual financial account; transmitting an authorization to the 
second entity for payment to the purchase and applying a charge against the actual financial 
account (col. 13 lines 5-14). Gabber does not explicitly teach receiving the pseudo account 
number from the second entity through an electronic network, it is taught in Low. Low teaches 
user entering the pseudo account number at the seller (the second entity receives the pseudo 
credit account identifier from the first entity), and the seller transmitting the pseudo account 
number a financial institution (see pp 108-1 10). It would have been obvious to on of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention for the financial institution of Gabber to receive the 
pseudo account number from the seller in order for the financial institution to authorize the 
transaction performed at the seller by the buyer. 

Regarding claim 172, Gabber teaches wherein the computer system storing an actual 
expiration date, establishing a pseudo expiration date, receiving the pseudo expiration date and 
transmitting the authorization responsive to the pseudo expiration date, it is taught in Gabber (see 
col. 12 line 54 to col. 13 line 53). 

Regarding claim 173, Gabber teaches the purchase is performed without the second entity 
receiving the actual address. Gabber does not explicitly teach the computer stores the actual 
address of the first entity. However official notice is taken that is old and well known for 
financial institutions to store users' addresses. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to know that the financial institution of Gabber would 
store the user's address in order to keep record of the current address of the user. It would also 
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have been obvious to keep the address information from the seller so the seller would not 
associate the user's address with the user identity. 

Regarding claim 175, Gabber teaches substitute identification can be constructed using 
credit/debit card numbers, bank branch or account numbers or the likes for achieving anonymous 
commerce (see col. 12 lines 45-53). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to create the pseudo identity of Low with a frequent 
shopper account in order to provide anonymity to the user when the user is using the frequent 
shopper card. 

Claims 151 and 164 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gabber in view of Low further in view Cox "Maintaining Privacy in Electronic Transactions", 
Information Networking Institute Technical Report TR 1994-8, Fall 1994 (hereinafter Cox). 

Regarding claims 151 and 164, Gabber does not explicitly teach wherein the first pseudo 
account number is a single-use pseudo account number, it is taught in Cox (see pp 17). Cox 
teaches preventing the sort of abuse that comes from using the same pseudonym. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use a 
single-use pseudo account for each seller in order to prevent sellers from collecting user's 
purchase records and build profiles, as taught in Cox. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 167 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Stein et al. (US 5,826,241) teaches authenticating transaction over the Internet. 

Rose et al. (5,757,917) teaches transaction payment through the Internet. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yehdega Retta whose telephone number is (571) 272-6723. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
YR 

/Yehdega Retta/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3622 



